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itsabout Cabot Public Schools
“{Kl DS OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT

* W. Tony Thurman, Ed.D.

June 12, 2013

Arkansas Department of Education
Office of General Counsgl

Four Capitol Mail

Little Rock, AR 72201

To Whom it May Concern:

Please accept this letter from the Cabaot School District as a request for an appedl and hearing with the Commission
for Arkansas Public School Academic Facilities and Transportation,

The Cabot School District submitted a complete and timely application for project number 1314-4304-003 for a
dining room expansion at the Ward Central Elementary campus. The project application was submitted with the
2013-2015 partnership cycle assoclated with the 2012 Master Plan for the 20132015 funding biennium. On April
24, 2013, the Division of Public School Academic Facilitles and Transportation pested a list of approved and
disapproved projects on their website. Cabot School District was denied funding for this needed student dining
expansion, which Is currently undersized on the Ward Central Elementary campus, with the decision for the
disapproval being that this campus does not have an overall suitabllity need, despite the fact that the campus is
clearly lacking the appropriate size for this needed single-purpose space.

The Cabot School District has reviewed ail rules and laws associated with Arkansss School Faclfities and Partnership
funding and is appealing the Division’s decision based an the fact that this Individual single-purpose space does
currently exist on the Ward Central Elementary campus, but is sorely undersizedto fully serve the needs of the
students regardless of what the overall suitability analysis reflects. :

With the new partnership rules adopted by the Facilities Commission in the summer and fall of 2012, Section
4.03.1 of the new rule makes a very specific allowance for a single-purpose areaof student dining and kitchen
facility to be added, If that area is individually lacking, regardless of the overall Suitability need. Obviously, with the
incluston into the new rules changes, this issue was recognized as having enough significance and merft to be
designated as a special circumstance outside of just simple overall campus suitability size,

Also, if a district were to build a new school, the Division’s own Program-Of-Requirements {POR) dictates that one
of the required spaces to be constructed would be an appropriately sized diningcenter. it is clearly evident that
this is a required space, and required at the approprlate size, as evidenced by the POR, ___

In summation, the Cabot School District, is appealing the "Na Suitability Need” dacision of the Division to
disapprove the 2013-2015 project for the Ward Central Elementary dining expansion, as this campus has an
undersizad student dining ares, as the appropriate size is dictated by the POR, We recquest that the commission
reverse the declsion and fund the necessary parthership funding to assist the district in constructing the Ward
Central Elementary student dining expansion,

RECEIVED
Sincerely, | : : ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
e I w1
Dr, Tony Thurran ‘ . y ¥
. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Superintendent ~ GENERAL DIVISION

cc: Charles Steln, Arkansas Division of Public School Academic Facilities and Transportation

602 North Lincoin Strest « Cabot, Arkansas 72023 « Office 501-843-3363 « Fax 501-843-0576
email: fony.thurman@cps.k12.arus






BEFORE THE ACADEMIC FACILITIES BEVIEW BOARD

In the Matter of the Appeal of the Cabot Sthool District
Proposed Partnership Project Number 1314-4304-003

RESPONSE OF THE ARKANSAS DIVISION OF PUBLIC SCHOOL ACADEMIC
FACILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION

The Division of Public School Academic Facilities and Transportation (“Division™)
respectfully requests that the Academic Facilities Review Board deny the appeal of the Cabot

School District and accept the determination of the Division forthe following reasons.

I. SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

The Division disapproved a project submitted by the Cabot School District “for the
addition to the main dining room wing” at its Ward Central Elementary campus. For a project to
be eligible for Partnership funding for adding additional space toan existing campus, the
Partnership Rules require that a “suitability” analysis be conducted, According to the
Partnership Rules, this is done through a calculation that takes inio account the existing square .
footage on a campus, the square footage that the school district secks to add, and projected
student enrollment. In the present mater, the suitability calculation resulted in a finding by the
Division that no additional square footage was necessary (i.e., “wo suitability need”).

In its appeal, the School District did not contest that the suitability analysis performed in
accordance with the applicable Partnership Rules resulted in a finding that additional square
footage was not necessary. Nor did the School District allege thai the Division acted
inconsistently with the applicable law and Partnership Rules in making its determination,
Rather, it argued that “the campus is clearly lacking the appropriate size for this needed single-

purpose space,” and that the Division’s POR (“Program of Requirements”) would have required
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the construction of an “appropriately sized dining center” if the District were building a new
school as opposed to adding on to an existing one. The District also argued that Partnership
Program funding would have been available under “the new partnership rules . . . regardless of
the overall suitability need.”

Although these arguments may seem persuasive, the fatal flaw in each is that they are
inconsistent with the applicable law and Partnership Rules governing the 2013-15 Partnership
finding cycle. Nowhere do those Rules provide preferential treatment of applications seeking an
addition to an existing building when the suitability analysis results in a finding of no suitability
need. Also, the proposed project did not involve the construction of a new campus but rather an
addition to an existing one, in which situation the Partnership Rules mandate a suitability
analysis. Finally, the “new Parinership Ruies” to which the District refers were not applicable to
the 2013-15 Partnership funding cycle. Although proposed revisions to the Partnership Rules
(which should be finalized soon) might allow the addition to a dining space without a suitability
analysis, the Partnership Rules governing the 2013-15 Partnership funding cycle did not, The -
projects of all competing school districts were considered under the same Rules, and the Division
has no legal authority to apply a different set of rules to any competitor. Because the Division’s
determination is consistent with the applicable law and Partnership Rules, the present appesl

must be denied. B

The Cabot School District has requested a hearing.

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS

The Cabot School District submiited an application to the 2013-2015 Academic Facilities
Partnership Program to add space to the main dining room at Ward Central Elementary School.

(Exhibit “A,” project no. 1314-4304-003). The expected project cost was $375,000. Jd. On



April 24, 2013, the Division disapprovéd the project, finding “10 suitability need.” (Exhibit
“B”),! Stated differently, a calculation of the existing square footage of academic space at the
elementary school campus, the additional square footage sought for the project, and projected
student entollment resulted in a finding that no additional square footage was necessary.

“Suitability” is defined and governed by the Partnership Rules. See Commission for
Arkansas Public School Academic Facilities and Transportation Rulés Governing the Academic
Facilities Partnership Program dated July 2012 (“Partnership Rules™). The suitability provisions
of the Rules applicable to this matter provide as follows:

3.32  “Suitability” - The process undertaken by the Division to determine whether any
existing academic facility is eligible for state financial participation for new
construction[’] projects, as set forth in Section 5.05 of these Rules. . . [Olnly that
space total gross square footage required by the POR which is not already deemed
available to a schoof disirict, whether on an existing campus or a new school
campus, shall be determined eligible for state financial participation,

3.32.1. On An Existing Campus:

When a schooi district is proposing to build an academic facility on an
existing campus with existing educational facilities, the Division shall
compare the appropriate existing total gross square footage space of the
existing facility on the campus to the total gross square footage space
requirements of the POR for the proposed new schooi facility based on the
projected student enrollment by grade level, After making the
compatison, the school will only be deemed to not be suitable and thus
eligible for state financial participation on a proposed facility project for
the additional gross square footage space required in the POR not
currently available on the school campus.

Partnership Rules, Sections 3.32 and 3.32.1 (emphasis in original). The “POR,” or Program of

Requirements, is defined by the Partnership Rules as follows:

! The Division revised the “Project Summary” sheet contained in Exhibit “B” op April 30, 2013,
to correct the misprinting of a prior year’s Academic Facility Wealth Index figure, (Exhibit
,C”). This change had no effect on the Division’s determination of no suitability need.
? Under Partnership Rule Section 5.05.2, “new construction” includes “additions to existing
facilities.”

3



321  Program of Requirements (POR) — The requirements that each new construction
project . . . is required to adhere to as the established minimum adequate
components, and total square footage required in a school construction project.

Partnership Rules, Section 3.21.

In summary, the POR is a tool used to deten'm';w suitability. A school district (such as
Cabot) applying for a project to add academic space to an existirg facility will load
electronically into the POR program (which is found on the Division’s website under the School
Facility Manual link and incorporated by reference into the Parership Rulss) the school
district’s student projections. The program then will indicate how many square feet and which
spaces would be needed if @ new school were being built. The school district then enters into the
program: (1) the existing square footage of the campus onto which it seeks to add academic
space, and (2) the amount of square footage that it seeks to add, The program then caiculates
whether there already is sufficient square footage at the campus based upon these factors. If the
calculation results in a zero suitabiﬁty need (i.e., that there is sufficient existing space on the
campus), the project is not eligible for Partnership Program funding. See e.g., Partnership Rules,
Section 5.05.2 (for addiﬁdns to existing facilities, “lajny project for which the Commission
determines the district or campus is currently suitable shall not be entitled for any state
partnership assistance in that year’s partnership cycle™).

On APril 24, 2013, the Division notified the Cabot School District of its determination
that its proposed project was disapproved due to “no suitability need.” See Exhibits “B” and
“C.” On June 12, 2013, the School District appealed the Division’s determination. (Exhibit
“D”). In its appeal, the District did not challenge the fact that the suitability calculation resulted
in a finding of no suitability need, nor did it allege that the Division’s “no suitability need”

determination was inconsistent with the applicable law or Partnership Rules. Rather, the District



argued that: (1) the Ward Elementary campus “is clearly lacking the appropriate size for this
needed single-purpose space,” (2) the Partnership Rules would aliow funding for the addition if
the District were building a new school, and (3) under revised Partnership Rules, the District
would have been eligible for Partnership program funding for the dining room addition

regardless of suitability need.

II. APPLICABLE LAW AND ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

A. Academic Facilities Partnershin Program

The statutory authority for the Academic Facilities Parinership Program is found at Ark.
Code Ann. § 6-20-2507, which vests with the Division the authority to make Paﬁnership
Program funding decisions. The Commission promulgated rules and regulations necessary to
administer this program pursuant to the authority vested in it by Ak, Code Ann. § 6-20-2512,
See Commission for Arkansas Public School Academic Facilities and Transportation Rules
Governing the Academic Facilities Partnership Program dated July 2012 (“Partnership Rules™).
The matter presently before this Board involves the appeal of the Cabot School District from a
determination made by the Division disapproving its request for Partnership Program funding,
See Ark. Code Ann. 6-20-2513 (provides for school district appeal to this Board).

B. Academic Facilities Review Bogrd

The Academic Facilities Review Board was created by Ark, Code Ann, § 6-20-2516 to
hear appeals filed by school districts Partnership Program funding determinations made by the
Division. Pursuant to the authority vested in this Board by Ark. Code Ann. § 6-20-2516, this
Board, along with the Commission, established procedures for conducting hearings and appeals.
Those procedures are set forth in the Commission for Arkansas Public School Academic

Facilities and Transportation Rules Governing Appeals from Determinations of the Arkansas



Division of Public School Academic Facilities and Transportation dated June 2012 (“Appeal

Rules™).

IV. STANDARD OF REVIEW AND BURDEN OF PROOF

Pursuant to Section 2.03 of the Appeal Rules, the appealing school district has the
“burden of proving that the Division’s written determination is not supported by substantial
evidence or is outside the legal authority vested in the Division.” The Appeal Rules define

“substantial evidence® as follows:

‘substantial evidence’ means relevant evidence that a ressonable mind might

accept to support a conclusion. Substantial evidence is not based upon

speculation and conjecture. A review of substantial evidence is not based upon

whether the facts would have supported a contrary finding by the Division, but

whether the facts supported the finding made by the Division.
Appeal Rules, Section 2,04, In this matter, the Cabot School District has not indicated whether it
is contending the Division acted outside of its legal authority or whether the Division’s
determination is not supported by substantial evidence. Although probably the former, the

School District failed to meet its burden under either standard.

V. ARGUMENT
The Cabot School District’s appeal is without merit. Asnoted above, the District does
not allege that the Division acted outside of the parameters of the applicable law or Partnership
Rules in disapproving its application. Nor does it contest the accuracy of the suitability
calculation. Rather, the School District advances arguments that are not supported by and that
are inconsistent with the law and Partnership Rules governing the 2013-2015 Partnership

Program funding cycle. Consequently, the Division was without authority to approve

Partnership funding for the project.
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The District argues it should have received Partnership Program funding because the
Ward Céntral Elementary campus is “lacking the appropriate size” for the dining room addition,
and also because if the District were building a new elementary school campus, the POR would
have required the construction of an “appropriately sized dining center. These arguments,
although perhaps facially persuasive, ignore the law and Rules. The Cabot School District’s
proposal was #ot to build a new campus, but rather to add on toan existing one; thus making the
suitability calculation an essential component of the Division’s funding determination, An
extension of the District’s argument, if allowed, would be that any required space on the POR
that a school district is missing would be eligible for state financial participation, regardless of
the suitability computation. If that were the case, there would be no need for a computation of
suitability and the Rules would have provided that a schoof district is eligible for any missing
space. And that clearly is not the case.

Also, the District argues that “new Partership Rules” allow for the addition of a lacking
single-purpose area (dining room addition), regardless of the overall suitabilitf need. This
argument fails because the Rules to which the District refers (which have not yet been finalized)
were not applicable to the 2013-2015 Partnership funding cycle. All school districts applied and
competed for Partnership Program funding under the same Parivership Rules (dated July 2012),

and the Division had no tegal authority to apply a different set of Rules to the Cabot School

District.

Because the Division’s determination was consistent with the law and Partnership Rules

governing the 2013-2015 funding cycle, it should be upheld.



VI. CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, the Division respectfully requests that the Board deny the

appeal of the Cabot School District and uphold the determination of the Division.

Respectfully submitted,

Mﬂ% 7/57.»/5

Dr, Charles C. Stein, PE, CEFP

Director
Arkansas Division of Public School Academic

Facilities and Transportation
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Project Numbar & Name:
1814-4304.003 - Werd Conia D Room Expanston (Pt 13- | Funcing Year: [Vas! -2015.4 |
8chool Number, Name & Type: Project Type
]4304009 - 4304 - Ward Ganiral Elemantary | de"“ to Buflding I
Bullding Number and Nane: Project Catagory
430400801 - Elementary o Primary ] [Suttaittty (School toa Smal) ]
Projact Scope:
This would be for am addltion to the main dining reer wing of the
meln bullding, as the anroflment growth has continued at fhis
oampus, and addRlons have besn addad, but ro axpanslon of the
student dining area has ever been undertaken, &nd It Is sarely
neaded.
Project Justification:
Thie would ba for an addltion to the maln dining reom wing of the
mafn bullding, as the enroliment growih has continued at this
campus, and additions hava been edded, but ne expansion of the
stuclent dining araa has evar been undsriaksn, and it Is sorely
needad,
Daes this Project include demolition of existing .
Dot ]
I f
Does this Project involve grade reconfiguration? No
I J
Dasign Start date ]02101]2012 i Exnacted Annual Cost for this Praja
Construction Start  [06/01/2013 ] Pre2012 5
Date ) 2012-2013 $75.000
Completion Data |12101/2013 | 20132014 s f;;::u::fsfh’" $150,000, Number
20142015 $2£,000 N
Status Planned : :_:_:j
' I 2015-2016 0 IL_:'
Area (BSF) 4,000| 2018-2017 w| 8300 per student cost:
Funding Code Partnership | 20172018 | |
Raclilty Type {Acadsmic § e -
Planning Year 2018-2020 :u
Created 2012 m““:‘ ;
2
Changed 2012 20220
Total Cost $375,000

3/6/2012 7:25:48 AM
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F PUB EM 5 AND TRANSPORTATIO Y.
501 Waodlane Suite 600 Littie fock, AR 72201 /

Dr. Charles C, Stain, PE, Direct#
Facillties: (501} 6824261 Fax: (501) 693-1200
Transportaion: (501) 682-4264 Fax: (501 §82-6308

www.arkansasfactities.arkangas g

April 24, 2013

Dr. Tony Thurman
Superintendert

Cabot Public School District
602 North Lincoin '
Cabot, AR 72023

Dear Dr. Thurman: ;
ffx}l

This letter proVides the finai written deterr:lfrg%ién of the Diision of Public Schoof

Acadsmic Failities and Transportation (Division) regerding the school district's

Academic Facilities Parinership Program pfbject applicatia(s) for the 2013-2015

2

project funding cycle. rd

&
The Commission for Arkansas Publj;:‘:fSchool Academic Filities and Transportation

(Commission} fet on April 24, 2?;153, At that meetirig, the Commission reviewed the

Partnership Program project applications that school distrids submitted by March 1,
2012, for the 2013-2015 projgft funding cycle.

Reviewing information prgtided by the Division, ihe Comission approved or
disapproved each proj % application. Using information rgarding avallable FY14
funding, the Commisgion funded or did not fund at this tims each approved Year One
project. The Comngieston will review funding for Year Two (FY15) approved projects

following the completion of the 2014 legislative fiscal sessin. -

This letter coffains a Project Summary for sach project thit summarizes the Division's
review and.the Commission's review, approval, and fundirg,

projects, school districts shouldsubmit an Academic Facilties

Partngfship Pragram Project Agreement to the Division stihe agreament can be
aexegiited by the Division and the district no later than Juns 23, 2013, within sixty (60)

7 of tha Commission’s final approval and funding.

For app ‘oved and funded

Mac Dodson Richard Welss

Tom W. Kimbrell, Ed. D., Chalr . :
AR Development FinanceAuthority AR Dapt. of Finance and Adminlstration

AR Department of Education
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A school district that wishes to appeal this writien datermiration should refer to the
Rules Governing Appeals from Determinations of the Arkasas Division of Public
School Academic Facilities and Transportation (Rules) ded June 2012. Districts
should nots that per section 3.01.2 of the Rulss, the distrit must fil appeals within sixty
(60) calendar days of recelpt of the Division’s written detgmination.

Please contact the Division st (501) 682-4261 for additiond! information or assistance.

e

Dr. Charles C. Stein, PE, Director
Division of Public School Academic
Facilities and Transportation

Sincerely,

CS:ch

Enclosures
CERTIFIED

CC: Chad Davidson
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- Academic Facilifies Partneisiip Program 2013-2015 Pl‘Ojé- F unding Cycle

Project Summary
1, Manager Aren Ares D
2. Disirict Name Cabot School District
3. School Name 4304 - Ward Central Elementary
4. Project Number 1314-4304-003
5. Projeci Description Ward Central Dining Roam Expansion (Fart 13-16}
6. Primary Category Space
Secondary
7. C{n‘ego,y Addition
g, Approvel Status: Disapproved Funding Stams:  Not Finded
9 Space Approval
*  Deternsination:
1p, Trimary Reason for No Suitability Nesd SaconlaryRerson for
Project Disapproval: Project Diapproval:
11, Academic Facllity 0.4041208456071853

Wealth Index

12, Project Cost
Funding Factor

13. project Cost Description
14, Project Cost Value $0.00

15 Division Reviewed
* Project She (SF)

16. Project Cost

17, State Financial
Participation

18. Green Incentive SFP:

19. Grand Total SFP:
The district submitted a Program of Requirements POR) Sultability

20. Notes Analysis with the project application that indicated r sultabllity per Section
3.34 of the Rulss Governing the Acadsmic Faclillie: Partnership Program.
21. Pproject Year: Year 1 FCI Ront:
ik
22. FCI Location Campus W1 Ra
23 rer 16.87 % Growth Ruk:
24, Frior 10 Yeur 38.09% Overall Rnk:
* Growth Percentage Fiscal Disvess?: [

Total Project Count: Year I Warm Safe Dry = 141, Yeur 1 Spuce = 71, Year 2 WarnSufe Dry = 32, Year 2 Space=19

Friday, April 19, 2013



Dr. Charles C. Stein, PE, Director
Faclitles: {501} 682-4261 Fax: (507} 681200
Transportation; (501} 682-4264 Fax: (501)6826308

www.arkansasfacilities.arkansas. goy

=’ Dr. Tony Thurman

| Superintendent

: Cabot Public School District
; 802 North Lincoln

I Cabot, AR 72023

Dear Dr. Thurman:

' This letter transmits replacement Project Summary shests(g)for the 2013-2015 Academic
: Facilities Partnership Pragram project(s) submitted by the stiool district. The Arkansas
Division of Public School Academic Facilities and Transporidion (Division) mailed certified
[ atters on April 24, 2013, with Project Summary sheet(s) thaimisprinted a prior year
Academic Facility Wealth Index (Wealth index). Previous Prject Summary sheet(s)

should be discarded.

The Project Summary sheets were generated through a daibase export program that was
not revised fo print FY13 Wealth Index values. Instead, FY1 values were printed for the

Wealth index on fine 11 of the Project Summary sheeis.

The Division used FY13 Wealth Index values during the reviw process and the
determination of state financial participation. The 80-day reqirement for the submission
of district appeals will remain measured from the district’s rewipt of the Division letter
mailed on April 24, 2013, since the original Project Summarysheets containad accurate
FY13 computation of state financial participation and the Divsion's written determination.

Please contact the Division at (501) 682-4261 for additional hformation or assistance.

Sincerely,

sk 0

Dr. Charles C. Stein, PE, Director
Division of Public School Academic
Facilities and Transportation

CS:cb
Enclosures
ce:  Faciiities Consuitant

Commissioners: Tom W. Kimbre!l, Ed. D., Chair Mac Dodson L Richard Welss
AR Department of Education AR Devalopment Finance Athoriy AR Dept, of Finance and Adminlstration
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' « Academic Focilities PartneiShip Program 2013-201 5Pr0fec‘}f Funding Cycle

L
2
3.
4,
5,
6.

™~

8‘

¥

b

11,

12,
13.
14,
15,

16.
17

18
I9.

20.

Manager Area
District Name
Seltool Nuame
Project Number
Praject Description
Primary Category

Szcondary
Categary

Approval Status;

Space Approval
Deterntinaiion:

Primary Reason for

Project Disapproval:

Academic Facility
Wealth Index

Project Cost
Funding Factor

Praject Cost Description

Project Cost Valne

Division Reviewed
Project Size (SF)

Project Cost

State Financial
Purdcipation

Green Incentive SFP;

Grand Totai SFP:

Notes

21. Project Year:

22,
23,

24,

FCI Locution
FCT

Prior 10 Year
Growth Percentage

Project Summary

Area D
Cabot School District

4304 - Ward Central Elementary

1314-4304-003

Ward Gendral Dining Raom Expansion (Part 13-15)

Space

Addition

Disapproved Funding Status:  Not Finded

No Suftability Need SeconduryReason for
Project Dinpproval:

0,308208145885314

$0.00

The district submitted a Program of Requirements (FOR) Sultability
Analysis with the project application that indicated nasultability per Ssction
3.34 of the Rules Governing the Academic Facliities Partnership Program,

Year 1 FCI Rank:
WI Rank:

Campus

1587 9 Growth Routi:

38.00% Overall Roak;

Fiscal Disireys?: [

Total Project Count:  Year I Wurm Safe Dty = 141, Year 1 Spuce =71, Year 2 Wurni Stfs Diy = 32, Yeur 2 Space =19

Monday, April 29, 2013



SUITABILITY ANALYSIS
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's about

et Cabot Public Schools

OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT
" W. Tony Thurman, Ed.D.

June 12, 2013

Arkansas Department of Education
Cffice of General Counsel

Feur Capltol Mall

Little Rock, AR 72201

To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept this lstter from the Cabiot School District as a request for an appes and hearing with the Commission
for Arkansas Publlc School Academic Faeliities and Transportation.

The Cabot Schoof District submitted a complets and timely appiication for project number 1314-4304-003 for a
dining raom expansion at the Ward Central Elementary campus. The profect application was submitted with the
2013-2015 partnership cycle assoclated with the 2012 Master Plan for the 20132015 funding biennlum. On April
24, 2013, the Dlvision of Public School Academic Facliitles and Transportation posted a flst of approved and
disapproved projects on their website, Cabot School District was denled fundingfor this needed student dining
expansion, which Is currently undersized on the Ward Central Elernentary campus, with the declsion for the
disapproval being that thls campus dees not have an overail sultability nead, desplia the fact that the campus s -
clearly facking the apprapriate size for this needad single-purpose space.

The Cabot Schadl District has reviewed all rules and laws assoclated with Arkansss School Faciiitles and Partnership
funding and Is appealing the Divisions decision based on the fact that this individual singla-purpose space doas
currently exist on the Ward Central Elementary campus, but is sorely underslzed to fully sarve the needs of the
studlents regardless of what ths ovarall sultshillty analysis reflacts. :

With the new partnership rules adopted by the Facillties Commisston In the summer and fall of. 2012, Section
4.03.1 of the new rule makes a very spacific allowance for a single-purpose area of student dining and kitchen
facility to be added, If that area Is Individually lacking, regardless of the overall sultability need. Obviously, with the
Incluslon into the new eules changes, this 1ssus was recognized as having enaugh significance and meritic be
designated as a specal tircumstance outside of Just simple overal! campus sultability size.

Also, if a district were ta bulld a new school, the Division's own Program-Cf-Requivarments {POR) dictatas that one
of the required spaces to be constructed would be an appropriately sized dining centar, Itis clearly evidant that
this Is a required space, and required at the aparapriata s2g, as evidenced by the POR,

in summation, the Cabat Schaol Distrlct; is appealing the “No Suitability Need” decision of the Divisian to
disapprave the 2013-2015 project for the Ward Central Elementary dining expanslon, as this campus has an
undersized studant dining area, as the appropriate size is dictated by the POR, We request that the commission
reverse the decislon and fund the necessary partnership funding to assist the disiriet in constructing the Ward

Central Elementary student dining expansion.

RECEIVED -
Sincerely, | S ~ ATTORNEY'S OF_FIQE
De. T 2D— N 1ous
Dr. Tany Thurman S DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Superintendent GENERAL DIVISION

-cc: Charles Stein, Arkansas Division of Pubilc Scheol Academic Faciiities and Transportation

802 North Lincoln Sireet » Cabot, Arkansas 72023 » Office 501-843-3363  Fax 501-843-
email: fony.thurman@cps.ki12.arus
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ARKANSAS SCHOOL FACILITY MANUAL Form Printed
PROGRAM OF REQUIREMENTS (FOR) 81712013
SUMMARY AND REQUHRED SPACES

| . |SCHOOL DISTRICT Cabot _ ]
‘ SCHOOL NAME Cabot Ward Centrad ES USER DOCUMENTATION -
PROJECT NAME Ward Dining. Expansion - RUN BY: |Chad Davidson
PROJECT NUMBER 1314-4304-00 Lo DATE: 6/7/2011]
1. NUMBER OF STUDENTS Enter maxiraum projected nuinber of students during next ten years [
Kindergarten -109 Grade 7 T )2, KITCHEN Schaool may have warming kitchen or full service kitchen
. Grade 1 109 Grade 8 JSelect fram menu below YES or NO if school will hava warming kitchen ] ]
i Grade 2§ 122 Grade 9 . Jwarming Kitchen . NO- 4
Grade 3| 107 Grade 19 Full Service Kitchen YES
Grade{l ' 121 ] Grade 11
Grade 5 Grade 12] " 3. MULTI.STORY SCHOOL
Grade § . TOTAL 567 Select from menu if school is multi-story NO - Single Story
4. TOTAL SPAGE EXISTING CAMPUS 88,022] Gross Square Feat
TOTAL REQUIRED SPACES §7,366 | Square Feat |
SUPPORT SPACE ALLOWANCE 5,730 | Square Feet
TOTAL REQUIRED + SUPPORT SPACE ALLOWANCE 63,125 | Square Feet TOTAL SPACES (sum) 38]Square Feet
10% CONSTRUCTICN FACTOR | | 0.20 I NEW SPACES (sum) 57| Square Fast
TOTAL REQUIRED/FUNDED SQUARE FOOTAGE 53,437 | Square Feet
E EXISTING SPACES
STANDARD | REQUIRED SPACES {in their final REQUIRED SPACES
REQUIRED $SPACES GHECK
Space SE aty AREA | Gty o Qiy_ | AREA
ACADEMIC CORE
E-AC-3 Kindergarten Clagssroom 1000 8 6,000 : f L 4 3328 4 3325] -2 ’2672i
E-AC-4 Kindergarten Restroom 50 5 300 R : P © o] -6 300
|E-AC-5a Elern Clagsroarm Grades 1-3 B850 15 12,750 o ] 17 135?6_' 17 13576] 2 826
E-AC-Sb Elern Classroom Gradss 4-5 850 5 4,250 i L [ 4480 5 4480 ] 230
M-AC-1a M$ Classroom Grade 6 850 0 0 : : B B j i 0 [1
M-AC-1h MS Classroom Grades 7-8 850 0 0 0 0 [1]
M-WD-1 Workforce Devalopment 1,300 0 [1] 0 [i 0
H-AC-1 HS Classroom 850 [ [£] 1] [1] [1]
H-AC-2 Sclence Clrm/iab-Gen/Physics 1,440 0 1] 1] [1] 0
H-AC-3 Science Clm/Eab-Chamistey 1440 ] ol 0 0
H-AC-4 Sclence Clrm/Lab-Biot/Lifa Sci 1,440 a Q 0j 0
H-AC- Sclence Prep 300 Q 0 ] 0f [1]
H-AC- Chemilcal Storage 180 [1] 0 0 Cf 0
H-AC-12 Multi-Use Room 1,500 0 0 i [i 0
H-AC-13 Instructional Multi-Purpose Rm 850 0 0 0 0 0
H-AC-8 Praject Lab/Classroom 1,100 0 Q 0 1] 1]
E-MC- Reeding Room/Circulation 1986 1 1986 ) - . 1 1536 1 1538 [+]
E-MC-4 Computer Lab 900 1 900 ] N K 7281 1 728 [}
M/H-MC-1 Reading RoomiCirculation 0 [i] [1] j ) 0 [i 1
M-MC-+4 Media Center Computer Lab 900 0 0 0 [ | [¥]
|E-VA—1 Art Room 1200; 1 1,200 0 gl -1
A3 Act Material Storage a0 1 80 0 i -1
E-AC-10 Fine Aris Instruction Room 1,200 1] [i] 0 (_)I
E-AC-11 Fine Ans instruction Storage 100) 0 0 0 1]
JMVA At Reom 208] 0 [ 0 gl»
H-VA- Art Room 120G] 0 0 . 0 ol 9 gl
NM/H-VA-3 Art Material Storage 100 0 1] ) - . 0 of il [1]
E-MiJ- Music Room 1,200 1 1,200 L 1 86{] 1 884 0 -338
| E-MU-2 Muslc Sterage 100 1 001 " . i I 0 0 -1 -100
M-MU-2 Muslc Sterage 100 1 0 0 i i 0
|MAH-MU-1 Instrumental Room 1.400 1] 0 0 0 0
H-MU-. Instrument Storage ap 1] 0 Q 0 0]
M-MU-3 Vecal Reom 1,200 1] 0 0 0 0
bl-MU-E Vecal Room 1,200 [i] 1 0 0 0
H-MU-9 Vocal Storage 150 Q 0 . [1] 0 i) [i]
E-PE-1 PE Area 5673.574977 1 54740 . - 1 . 4959] 1 4959 0 -715
&PEJ FE Area 4000| i 1] i . . i i 0 0
H-PE-1 PE Area 8000 0 0 i i 0 0
H-PE-3 Student Locker Reom 400 0 ) 0 0| 0 [
H-PE-4 Student RestroomiShower 150] [1] 0 L \] i 0 0
H-WD Workforce Dav Program One Varies 0 0 [1] BN 0 0 0 0] 1]
H-WD Workforce Dev Program Two Varles 0 Varigs
H-WD Workforce Dev Program Three Varies 0 Vares
SPECIAL EDUCATION SN I
Ei/H-SE-1__|Salf-containad Classraom 850 850 N N 895 1 896 0 46
E/M/H-5E-2  |[Workroom/Conference 150 160 ) . i [i] 0; -1 -150
EMIH-SE-3 _ [Restroom/Shower 100 108 . 0 0; -1 -100
EMH-SE-4  |Special Education/Resource 450 450 o 1 . 728 1 728 v} 278
E/M/MH-SE-5 _|Speech Therapy 475 475 - 1 240 1 240 0 -AEE'
EMH-SE-7 _jOTPT 350 350 ) 1 384 1 384 0 34
ADMINISTRATIVE SPACES
M/H-AD-3  |Principal's Office 50 1 ey 0 0 -1 -150
IQIW H-AD-4 _|Assistant Principal's Office 120 1 20 0 of - -120
E/MH-AD-11 |Guidance Counselor's Office 20 2 240 0 0f -2 -240
E/M/H-AD-15 |Heslth Center 250| 1 250 1 144 1 144' 0 -106]
PERFORMING ARTS
H-PA-1 Auditorium 1500 0 0 ] 0] 0 i
H-PA-3 Stage Area (includes wings) 500 0 0 0 [} 0 3]
Divizlon of Puhlic School i Facililies and T) ion Form Revised
5800-1 Qoteber 18, 2009
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ARKANSAS SCHOOL FACILITY MANUAL Form Printed

PROGRAM OF REQUIREMENTS (POR) 8712013
SUMMARY AND REQUIRED SPACES
SCHOOL DISTRICT Cabiot e I i | |
SCHOOL NAME Cabat Ward Ce Central [ USER DOCUMEMTATION -
PROJECT NAME Ward Dinin Expansmn . RUNBY: [Chad Davidsen .
PROJECT NUMBER 1314-4304-00: : DATE: ~8T2011
EXISTING SPACES
STANDARD ] REQUIRED SPACES NEW SPACES {In their final TOTALSPACES |REQUIRED SPAGES)
configuration) 1NEW + EXISTING CHECK
STUDENT DINING : L
E/MH-5D-1  [Student Dinin 4265 1 4255 ) - 3108 2 6175 920
FOOD SERVICE C I
EMWH-FS-1__[Warming Kitchen 1135 1] 1] 0 Q [i]
H-F5-2 [Kitchen (fofal) 1988 1 1,988
H-FS-2a | Preparation Area 715 715 0 OI -1 -715
FS-2b | Serving Afea 678 676 0 [ &78|
-F§-2c Dry Food Storage 219 219 1] of -1 -219
-F$-2d | Cooler/Freezer [E] 99 0 1 -1 -199
-FS-26 | Ware Washing 79 1791 0 [ -1 -179)
I BUILDING SERVICES -
EMH-CU-1_ |Werkroom [1] 0 -1 -284)
E/MA-MultiSt |Vertical Ciraulation 0 1 1 0
E/MIH-BS-1__|Large Group Restrooms 1] 1 -1324
E/MH-BS-2 _|Custodial Closet 0 0f - -5
E/M/H-B5-3_ [Etectrical Closet 0 [£ -1 -50
E/MH-B5-4 _[Telscommunications Rocm 0 0f -1 64
[EMN/H-BS-5 Coridarg/Circulation 8821 8,821 0 0; -8821
E/M/H-BS-8__[Mech/Elect Space/Decks 2426 2,426 0 0 -2426]
E/MiH-BS-7 _|Storage Area 150 1 150 [ ] i) - -1860
En/H-BS-8 _|Central Storage Area 50 150 ) 0] - =150
E/MMH-BS-9 _[ioading/Recsiving Area 100 100 . . [1] of - -100)
IEM/H-BS-10 |Main Cross-connect 150] 1 [ N [} [1] -1 1504
]

I
NOTES: PLEASE DESCRIBE 1) ANY.CONVERSIONS OF SPACE. FOR EXAMPLE. EXISTING 3,000. SE STUDENT DINING CONVERTED TO THREE

‘4TH GRADE CLASSROOMS. .
2} Al Y SHARED SPACES WITH OTHER SGHOOLS

Division of Publlz School Asademic Facililes and Transportation 5600 - 2 Form Revised
- October 15, 2008






4.03

4.04

4.05

encouraged to discuss such issues with the state before entering into
demolition projects when the districts will be filing applications for state
partnership assistance.

School districts applying for state financial participation for projects that
support their Facilities Master Plan shall file applications (and approved
schematic drawings) in a format prescribed by the Division and shail list the
applications in the district’s Facilities Master Plan. No project shall be
considered for state financial partnership participation unless it is included in
the district’s Facilities Master Plan.

4.02.1 The timelines set out in Section 401 of these Rules concerning
submission of partnership applications with schematic drawings must
be complied with. '

Any submission for state financial participation which does not comply with
applicable state laws and these Rules shall be denied by the Division. Any
district whose submission is denied by the Division under this Section 4.04
may submit a written appeal of the Division’s decision to the Commission.

In order to apply for state financial participation in a new construction project,
a school district shall provide the Division with a detailed narrative,
description and justification for the project and evidence of:

4.05.1 Preparation for the new construction project as demonsirated by
inclusion of the new construction project in the school district’s
facilities master plan;

4,05.2 (i) The adoption of a resolution certifying to the Division the school
district's dedication of local resources to meet the school district’s
share of financial participation in the new construction project.

AFT028 - 13
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